


	Interdisciplinary Team Meeting Agenda




Teams Meeting (check your calendars and see link below) 







	Location
Virtual Meeting


	
	Date and time
28 July 2022
1500-1700



	Coordinator:
	James Lee 
	

	Desired Outcomes:
	· A refined and prioritized list of topics/questions to develop a FY 23 science solicitation package
· Determine a pathway for FY 2024 Science Funding

	Please review:
	·  “Priorities” section of draft science plan
· FY 2023 science flex funding process
· Proposed FY 2024 science flex funding process

	Please bring: 
	· N/A




	Agenda

	Time
	Topic
	Presenter or Lead

	1500
	Introductions, agenda discussion, ID note-taker
	All

	1515
	Discussion of FY 2023 science topics and questions
	Core IDT members

	1630
	FY 2024 science planning process 
	Lee

	1700
	Adjourn
	All



Teams Link:

https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%3ameeting_ZmM3YzA4YzAtZWVhNS00ZGYzLWFjZWMtMTk3MTZhNTk4YTE3%40thread.v2/0?context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%220693b5ba-4b18-4d7b-9341-f32f400a5494%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%22b76439fb-b33b-4a3b-a039-daf463a0f604%22%7d



In Attendance: Seth Naman (NOAA), James Lee (TRRP), Todd Buxton (TRRP), Chris Laskodi (Yurok), David Gaeuman (Yurok), Justin Alvarez (Hoopa), Karl Seitz (Hoopa), Seth Lawrence (CDWR), Patrick Flynn (Trinity County), Bill Pinnix (USFWS), Oliver Rogers (TRRP), Veronica Yates (Hoopa)

James began the meeting. He is asking IDT for topics/questions for flex funding in fy23. James will put out a solicitation package based on those topics. The IDT will rank these topics but will not know the result of the ranking so project proposal drafters won’t know the topic rankings. 

Justin said, if we bring forward these topics to build investigation plans, there isn’t an issue in having multiple proposals from each topic area...more people thinking about the same question. And people might put time into writing a project to a topic that has a low rank so it would be a big waste of time.

Bill Pinnix asked what the purpose is in keeping the ranking confidential. James said he’s worried someone will write a high dollar proposal for the top ranking project and suck up all the funding. Bill suggests we taker a quicker route this year vs. an approach that takes longer.

Justin said we could just put a cap on the award amount. We can always decide later to put all the funding to a single proposal anyway if it answers important questions.

Patrick said, if we don’t like what TMC said for how the ranking should occur, does it make sense that we try to change course? He thinks we should follow the guidance given or risk further delays.

Tanya Sommer was concerned the highest ranking project may not have the strongest proposals submitted at the June TMC meeting. The meeting minutes reflect that Brett expressed a similar concern, and the notes said Dixon and Lee were in agreement. Brett’s recommendation was based on the idea that IDT will know what ranks high, but those in outside world would not, creating an advantage for IDT members. But this conversation occurred in the context of fy24 flex funding.


James mentioned that Objectives will be included in Science Plan that were approved by TMC, but the Targets would be decided by workgroups. Objectives and Targets document will be an appendix of Science Plan.

FY23 SCIENCE TOPICS AND QUESTIONS

Chris proposed an expansion of our foodscape research. Macroinvertebrate related to inundation and scour as well as drift, expand longitudinally and temporally across the river and include others from outside TRRP. Question: how do flow actions affect the foodscape? 

Question: Salmonid Survival – eggs to screw traps and screw traps to ocean? From egg to Pear Tree screw trap then from Willow Creek screw trap to age 2 in ocean are black boxes.

Hoopa did pilot survival study this year with fish from 65 to 85 mm tracking them from Pear Tree to mouth of Klamath with USGS. Put out 250 tags, mostly wild fish but the hatchery release occurred during tagging at Pear Tree but they selected for non-marked fish.
Karuk, Yurok, and Hoopa have joint proposal with drought funding this year to do similar effort with fish of this size, releasing from Iron Gate with USGS. 

Limiting factors analysis of salmon on Trinity. The flow study found that juvenile rearing habitat was limiting factor in Trinity, but their analysis may be considered primitive now with the new tools available. This would likely be a modeling exercise. Question: Limiting factor analysis that includes both freshwater and ocean residency. 

James asked how this question relates to cohort reconstruction. Currently, age 2 fish sampled in ocean by CDFW are used to set harvest for the following year’s run. But the age 2 cohort reconstruction is not Trinity-specific. Todd said Alaska got away from age 2 cohorts to set harvest predictions the following year. Kyle said age at maturity has changed overtime, which was recently addressed by grad student, and they plan to take to PFMC for considering how to incorporate this in management.

Question: What are the lateral and vertical extents of the restored Trinity River valley? [NOTETAKER MISSED CONVERSATION HERE]

Lewiston reservoir temps – gate valley is being modification to allow for 360 cfs. A temperature curtain for the hatchery intake is being upgraded as well. There’s a temperature curtain in the reservoir but its ineffective because its too far from dam and temp stratifies again. Todd’s calculation is stratification remains up to 4,000 cfs. Lewiston Dam has a 19 degree F stratification, compared to 26 degree stratification in Trinity. How do we access and utilize the water that is stratified in Lewiston Lake? We lack rating curves for different flows.
Question: Can selective thermal withdraw from Lewiston Reservoir provide water temperatures prescribed to the Trinity River?

Kyle thought this was a great research question, but wondered if TRRP funding should be used for this or whether it’s a Reclamation responsibility that should be funding from another source like O&M. Todd thinks we need this info before Reclamation will get around to funding it.

James asked about the bed grain size mapping that was tentatively going to be funded but was replaced to fund other priorities by TMC. Justin responded that project doesn’t fit this funding because this funding is supposed to be key uncertainties but the bed grain size is status and trend monitoring that should be evaluated on 5 year increments.

Question: What is the trajectory of evolution of channel rehabilitation sites relative to the physical processes that form and maintain an alluvial channel?





